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and include the same type of informa-
tion as that required for initial appli-
cations. The renewal application must
outline and justify a program and
budget for the proposed project period,
showing in detail the estimated cost of
the proposed project, together with an
indication of the amount of funds need-
ed and the amount of cost sharing, if
any. The application also shall describe
and explain the reasons for any change
in the scope or objectives of the pro-
posed project, and shall compare and
explain any difference between the es-
timates in the proposed budget and ac-
tual costs experienced as of the date of
the application.

(i) DOE is not required to return to
the applicant an application which is
not selected or funded.

(j) Renewal applications must in-
clude a separate section that describes
the results of work accomplished
through the date of the renewal appli-
cation and how such results relate to
the activities proposed to be under-
taken in the renewal period.

§605.10 Application evaluation and se-
lection.

(a) Applications shall be evaluated
for funding generally within 6 months
but, in any event, no later than 12
months from the date of receipt by
DOE. After DOE has held an applica-
tion for 6 months, the applicant may,
in response to DOE’s request, be re-
quired to revalidate the terms of the
original application.

(b) DOE staff shall perform an initial
evaluation of all applications to ensure
that the information required by this
part is provided, that the proposed ef-
fort is technically sound and feasible,
and that the effort is consistent with
program funding priorities. For appli-
cations which pass the initial evalua-
tion, DOE shall review and evaluate
each application received based on the
criteria set forth below and in accord-
ance with the Merit Review System de-
veloped as required under DOE Finan-
cial Assistance Regulations, 10 CFR
part 600.

(c) DOE shall select evaluators on the
basis of their professional qualifica-
tions and expertise. Evaluators shall be
required to comply with all applicable

§605.11

DOE rules or directives concerning the
use of outside evaluators.

(d) DOE shall evaluate new and re-
newal applications based on the fol-
lowing criteria which are listed in de-
scending order of importance:

(1) Scientific and/or technical merit
or the educational benefits of the
project;

(2) Appropriateness of the proposed
method or approach;

(3) Competency of applicant’s per-
sonnel and adequacy of proposed re-
sources;

(4) Reasonableness and appropriate-
ness of the proposed budget; and

(5) Other appropriate factors estab-
lished and set forth by ER in a notice
of availability or in a specific solicita-
tion.

(e) Also, DOE shall consider, as part
of the evaluation, other available ad-
vice or information as well as program
policy factors such as ensuring an ap-
propriate balance among the program
areas listed in §605.5(b) of this part.

(f) In addition to the evaluation cri-
teria set forth in paragraphs (d) and (e)
of this section, DOE shall consider the
recipient’s performance under the ex-
isting award during the evaluation of a
renewal application.

(g) Selection of applications for
award will be based upon the findings
of the technical evaluations, the im-
portance and relevance of the proposed
application to ER’s mission, and fund
availability. Cost reasonableness and
realism will also be considered to the
extent appropriate.

(h) After the selection of an applica-
tion, DOE may, if necessary, enter into
negotiation with an applicant. Such
negotiations are not a commitment
that DOE will make an award.

§605.11 Additional requirements.

(a) A recipient performing research,
development, or related activities in-
volving the use of human subjects must
comply with DOE regulations in 10
CFR part 745, ‘‘Protection of Human
Subjects,” and any additional provi-
sions which may be included in the
Special Terms and Conditions of an
award.

(b) A recipient performing research
involving recombinant DNA molecules
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